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Applicant does not request an oral hearing. 

L REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

The real party in interest in this appeal is Thomson Licensing Inc., the assignee of 

record. 

II. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

There are no appeals or interferences that will directly affect, or be directly affected 
by, or have a bearing on the Board's decision in this appeal. 

m. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

The status of claims of all the claims in the application, claims 1-10, is set forth in 
Appendix A of this brief. 

Claims 1-10 are pending. 

Claims 1-10 are rejected under U.S.C § 103(a). 

Claims 1-10 are on appeal. 

IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

All amendments prior to this Appeal have been entered. 

V. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

In respect to independent claim 1 , a method for managing broadcast service lists in 
a television receiver is claimed. See originally filed Specification, page 3, lines 29-30 ("... 
a Method for managing the broadcast service lists in a television receiver,. . ."); Figure 2. 
The method involves receiving an update of a list of at least one service available to said 
receiver. See originally filed Specification, page 3, line 31 (". . .receiving a downloaded 
update of a list of services..."); page 5, lines 16-19 ("Certain data packet types contain a 
description of the services broadcast in the network. ...A service may comprise audio, 
video, and other data components/'); page 6, lines 1 0-12 (" . . .systematically extract from 
the received data stream information relating to the structure and content of the stream. 
This information is used to build a list of broadcast services. , ."); page 7, lines 5-6 
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(". . .continuously retrieve data packets relating to the Master Program Guide."); Figure 2, 
The method also involves storing at least one customized list of services. See originally 
filed Specification, page 3, line 31-32 ("a step of storing at least one list of customized 
services' 5 ); page 7, lines 8-15 ("During a previous session, the user created a customized 
list of services through an electronic program guide.... This customized list comprises for 
each service a service identifier, a service type, (e.g. television service, radio service, or 
interactive service), status information, title..,"); Figure 2. The method further involves 
triggering a consistency check between said at least one customized list of service and the 
update of the list of said at least one service available to the receiver. See originally filed 
Specification, page 4, lines 1-3 ('"the step of triggering a consistency check between said at 
least one customized list of services and the downloaded update of a list of services 
available to the receiver,"); page 6, lines 14-17 ("Memory 12 contains a program module 
for generating a coherence check between the list of broadcast services and one or moie 
preferred lists of services maintained by the service information module. ..); page 7, lines 
16-17 (At step 2, at a time chosen by the EPG, the EPG calls the coherence check function 
of the module in memory 12."); Figure 2. The triggering step is chosen by an application 
in said receiver as not to disrupt receiver used by said check. See originally filed 
Specification, page 4, lines 3-5 ("the moment of triggering being chosen by an application 
in said receiver, so as not to disrupt receiver used by said check"); page 7, lines 18-22 
('The moment chosen by the EPG to call this function is for example upon acquisition of 
the MPG after booting, or after a certain period of inactivity of the user, determined by 
measuring the last time he manipulated the remote control, or periodically -for example at 
night. . ."); page 9, lines 23-25 (" , . .the invention allows to perform automatically the 
consistency check operation, at times when its cither no disturbing (night-time) or when it 
is necessary. . ."); Figure 2. The consistency check includes verifying the presence of a 
service contained in the stored customized list with the received update list. See originally 
filed Specification, page 7, lines 25-28 ("At step 3, the module initializes a pointer to point 
the beginning of the customized list to be checked. For each service in thai list, the module 
verifies the presence of this service in the list extracted from the MPG (step 4)."); Figure 2. 
The method also involves triggering said consistency test when the application detects that 
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the service selected by a user in one of said stored customized lists is not available. See 
originally filed Specification, page 7, lines 18-24 ("The moment chosen by the EPG to call 
this function is. . . when the EPG detects an error in a customized list. An error occurs for 
example when the decoder tries to access a service which is not available any longer"); 
page 9, lines 23-26 ("...the invention allows to perform automatically the consistency 
check operation. . . when it is necessary (before editing the list, or when a connection error 
is detected)."); figure 2. 

Claim 2 depends from claim 1 and, as such, incorporates each and element of claim 

1 described above. Claim 2 further claims when the service contained within the stored 
customized list is not in the updated list, deleting said service from the stored customized 
list. See originally filed Specification, page 7, lines 25-29 ("At step 3, the module 
initializes a pointer to point to the beginning of the customized list For each service in 
that list, the module verifies the presence of this service in the list extracted from the MPG 
(step 4). If the service is absent (step 5), then it is erased from the customized list (step 
6)."); Figure 2. 

Claim 3 depends from claim 2 and, as such, incorporates each and element of claim 

2 described above. Claim 3 further claims that the deletion of a service from the stored 
customized list is carried out after a predetermined number of checks reveal the absence of 
the service in the update list. See originally filed Specification, page 8, lines 1 8-27. 

"Sometimes, the received list does not contain a service that is still broadcast. In 
this case, it is preferable to wait a little time to update definitely the customized list 
even when the disappearance of the service is detected during^ coherence check, in 
order 10 maintain across to this service. A solution to this problem consists of 
associating a counter with each service of the customized service list. These 
counters are initialized with a predetermined value, for example "3", when the 
service is recognized in the received list If the module detects a service disappear 
once, the counter of the service decreases. When it reaches the value "0", all the 
parameters of this service are erased in the customized service list." 

For independent claim 6, a receiver for a digital television system is claimed. See 
originally filed Specification, page 4, lines 8-9 ("... a receiver for a digital television 
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system. . ."); Figure 1 . The receiver includes a central unit See originally filed 
Specification, page 4, line 9 (". . .the receiver containing a central unit, . a* 30 
microprocessor 23 in Figure 1 and related text in originally filed Specification. The 
receiver also includes reception means for receiving and storing broadcast service and at 
least one services list of at least one sendee available to said receiver. See originally filed 
Specification, page 4, lines 9-10 (". . reception means for receiving and storing broadcast 
services and services lists. . ."); page 5, lines 12-19 ("The data packets filtered by the 
demultiplexer arc stored in predefined areas in the buffer memory 6. . .Certain data packet 
types contain a description of the services broadcast in the network, and paths to the 
different components of each service."); page 6, lines 4-13 (". . .The service information 
module enables the user to program a plurality of preferred service lists.. .The operating 
system of the decoder requests the microprocessor 23 to systematically extract from the 
received data stream information relating to the structure and content of the stream. This 
information is used to build a list of broadcast services which is stored in memory 12..,"); 
page 7, lines 4-6 ("The operating system launches the service information module which 
instructs the microprocessor to continuously retrieve packets relating to the Master 
Programming Guide."), Figure 1 . The receiver also includes a memory containing a 
program. See originally filed Specification, page 4, lines 10-11 ("..a memory containing a 
program,..."); page 6, line 14 ("Memory 12 contains a program..."); See also memory 12 
in Figure 1 and related discussion in Specification. The receiver further includes a 
memory for storing at least one customized list of at least one service. See originally filed 
Specification, page 4, line 1 1 (". . .a memory for storing at least one customized list of 
services../'); page 7, lines 8-15 ("During a previous session, the user created a customized 
list of services through an electronic program guide. ... This customized list comprises for 
each service a service identifier, a service type, (e.g. television service, radio service, or 
interactive service), status information, title..."); page 8, lines 15-16 ("...the data 
corresponding to the customized service list that is stored in non- volatile memory are 
updated accordingly..); See also memory 12 in Figure 1 and related discussion in 
Specification. The receiver also includes means for checking the consistency between said 
at least one customized list of services and said list of at least one available service, said 
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consistency check verifying the presence of said at least one service contained in the stored 
customized list with the at least one services list. See originally filed Specification, page 4, 
lines 13-14 ("means for checking the consistency between said at least one customized list 
of services and said broadcast list of services;"); page 6, lines 14-16 ("... a program module 
for generating a coherence check between the list of broadcast services and one or more 
preferred lists of services..."); page 7 5 lines 25-28 ("At step 3, the module initializes a 
pointer to point the beginning of the customized list to be checked. For each service in that 
list, the module verifies the presence of this service in the list extracted from the MPG 
(step 4)."); Figure 2 and the operation of the module discussed in relation to Figure 2, A 
memory storing an application adapted to trigger the consistency test is also included in the 
receiver, wherein the checking of the consistency is triggered by said application at a time 
chosen so as not to disrupt receiver used by said checking and also triggered when the 
application detects that the service selected by a user in one of said stored customized lists 
is not available. See originally filed Specification, page 4, lines 15-18 "a memory storing 
an application adapted to trigger the consistency check by said means, the checking of the 
consistency being triggerable by said application which carries out said triggering at a time 
chosen so as not to disrupt receiver use by said checking/'; page 6, lines 14-20 "Memory 
12 conatins a program module for generating a coherence check. . .The module possesses 
and API (Application Programmable Interface) allowing an application to call this module 
for triggering a coherence check."); page 7, lines 16-24 (*'.. .the EPG calls the coherence 
check function of the module in memory 12. . .The moment chosen by the EPG to call this 
function is for example upon acquisition of the MPG after booting, or after a certain period 
of inactivity of the user, determined by measuring the last time he manipulated the remote 
control, or periodically-for example at night-, or when the EPG detects an error in the 
customized list. An error occurs for example when the decoder tries to access a service 
which not available any longer."); page 9, lines 23-26 ("...the invention allows to perform 
automatically the consistency check operation... when it is necessary (before editing the 
list, or when a connection error is detected)."). 

Claim 7 depends from claim 6 and 7 as such, incorporates each and element of claim 
6 described above. Claim 7 further claims means to allow the user to select a service of the 
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customized list and means for updating the customized list which is triggered if the 
selected service is not in the updated list. See originally filed Specification, page 7, lines 
8^10 (". . .the user created a customized list of service though an electronic program guide 
(EPG), which is part of the service information module, 5 *); page 7, lines 16-24 ("...The 
moment chosen by the EPG 10 call this function. . . when the EPG detects an error in the 
customized list. An error occurs for example when the decoder tries to access a service 
which is not available any longer."); Figure 1. 

Claim 8 depends from claim 7 and, as such, incorporates each and element of claim 
7 described above. Claim 8 further claims a counter which counts the number of times 
when a service in the customized list is not in the update Hsu and an erasing means which 
deletes said service from said customized list which is activated when the counter reaches a 
predetermined value. See originally filed Specification, page 8, lines 18-27 as discussed of 
above in regard to claim 3 . 



VI, GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

A. Claims 1 and 4-7 arc rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpaientable over U.S. Patent No. 6,177,931 to Alexander et al. ("Alexander") in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 6,337,719 to Cuccia ("Cuccia"). 

B. Claims 2-3 and 8-10 are rejected U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over 
Blackkettcr in view of Cuccia and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,758,257 to Hertz et 
al. ("Hertz"). 

VII. ARGUMENT 

A. REJECTION OF CLAIMS 1 AND 4-7 REJECTED UNDER 35 U.S.C § 
103(A) 

The Final Office Action rejected claims 1 and 4-7 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,177,931 to Alexander et al. ("Alexander") in 
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view of U.S, Patent No. 6,337,719 to Cuccia ("Cuccia"). However, as will be discussed, 
neither Alexander nor Cuccia, alone or in combination, provide a teaching for these claims. 



Independent claim 1 provides a method for managing broadcast service lists in a 
television receiver. An update of a list of at least one service available to the receiver is 
received. At least one customized list of services is stored. A check of the consistency 
between the customized list and the list or available services is triggered by an application 
so as not to disrupt receiver use. The consistency check verifies the presence of the service 
contained in the stored customized list with the services list. The consistency check is also 
triggered when the application detects that the service selected by a user in one of the 
stored customized lists is not available. 

Claim 1 provides triggering a consistency check as part of the method of managing 
the consistency between a received list of available services (i.e. the Master Program 
Guide) and a stored customized service list. The consistency check is triggered "when the 
application detects that the service selected by a user in a customized list is not available" 
and also at a time "chosen by an application in said receiver as not to disrupt receiver use 
by said check" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. Neither Alexander nor 
Cuccia discloses or suggests "triggering said consistency check when the application 
detects that the service selected by a user in a customized list is not available" as recited in 
claim 1 of the present arrangement. 

Alexander describes a television receiver and the reception and displaying of video, 
advertising information, and program scheduling information (see Alexander, col. 1 lines 
37-40). Alexander further describes a high performance Electronic Programming Guide, 
with several special features. In Alexander, the television set receives broadcast service 
information and stores it in a memory. The RPG uses the stored data for presenting the 
different channels and programs to the user. 



Claim 1 
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Alexander neither discloses nor suggests "triggering said consistency check when 
the application detects that the service selected by a user in one of said stored customized 
lists is noi available" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. Unlike the present 
claimed aTTangement, the ability of a user to create and store customized lists contemplated 
in Alexander is limited to specific lists for scheduled automatic recording and for 
scheduled watching, and the stored lists are managed by automatic updating. The only 
customized lists described in Alexander are the Automatic Record List and the Watch List, 
The viewer can program the recording of a referenced program through a recording control 
interlace that allows creating an Automatic Record List, or program the television to turn 
on or change channels through an interface that allows creating a Watch List (see 
Alexander, col. 9, line 65-col. 10 line 12 and col. 11, line 63-col. 12, line 9). Alexander 
does not contemplate management of customized lists in general. Specifically, Alexander 
is completely silent about a case in which a service is "selected by a user in one of said 
stored customized lists" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. 

The Office Action on page 6 and in the "Response to Arguments" section on page 3 

argues that Alexander discloses the feature of"... consistency check when the application 

detects that the service selected by a user in one of the stored customized lists is not 

available." Specifically, the Office Action cites col. 1 1, lines 9-28, col 8, lines 19-34 and 

col. 29, line 56-coL 30, line 16 of Alexander as disclosing the claimed feature. Applicants 

respectfully disagree. The first cited passage of Alexander recites: 

"[The System of Alexander] provides the viewer with the option of recording a 
particular program 'regularly.' The 'regularly' option can be selected when the 
viewer highlights a particular program title on the EPG Grid Guide. Viewer 
selection of the 'regularly' option instructs the VCR control system to record the 
particular title on the selected channel at the selected time slot any day of the week 
that the program is telecast. If a telecast of the selected title is preempted by another 
program, the new program is not recorded. The change in the telecast schedule is 
determined by comparing the title of the selected program to the title of the 
program actually telecast ... it is assumed that the title of the program actually 
telecast is carried in the vertical blanking interval of the television signal. When the 
viewer has instructed the EPG to 'regularly' record a particular program, if the 
selected program is preempted by another program, the preempting program is not 
recorded and the EPG displays a message notifying the viewer that the selected 
program was preempted and was not recorded" (col. 1 1, lines 9-28). 



PAGE 9/35 * RCVD AT 716/2009 2:12:15 PM [Eastern DayOght Time] ■• 8VR:U8PTMFXRF-6/22 1 DNIS:2738300 1 C8ID:609 734 6888 * DURATION (mm-ss):06-08 



JUL 06 2009 14:14 FR THOMSON LICENSING 609 734 6888 TO 815712738300 



P. 10/35 



Customer No. 24498 
Serial No. 10/019,193 



PATENT 
Docket No. PF990042 



Thus, the first cited passage describes the functions of a "regularly" recorded program 
feature. Upon selection of the "regularly" option, a program with a particular title 
broadcast on a selected channel during a selected time slot will be recorded every day that 
particular program is telecast. If another program preempts the telecast of the selected 
title, the new program is not recorded. A user is notified that the selected program was 
preempted and was not recorded. However, recording of a "regularly" selected program 
and not recording a program that preempts the regularly selected program as in Alexander 
is completely unrelated to and does not disclose or suggest "triggering said consistency 
check when the application detects that the service selected by a user in one of said stored 
customized lists is not available" as recited in claim 1. of the present arrangement The 
preempted program in Alexander may not be recorded, however, this is not equivalent to 
"the application detecting] that the service selected by a user in one of said stored 
customized lists is not available" as reciled in claim 1 of the present arrangement. 
Additionally, there is no suggestion or disclosure in Alexander of "triggering said 
consistency check" and therefore, Alexander (with Cuccia) neither discloses nor suggests 
"triggering said consistency check when the application detects that the service selected by 
a user in one of said stored customized lists is not available" as recited in claim 1 of the 
present arrangement. 

The second cited passage of Alexander recites: 

"In some embodiments, data for the EPG schedule, and/or supplemental 
information relevant to the program listings, and/or advertising data, can be 
downloaded to the memory resident at the viewer's television system. In the 
preferred embodiment of the download data system, the viewer will ask the EPG to 
make certain types of information available; the EPG will use an index of where to 
find the information and will automatically connect to the appropriate data source 
and will download the information. Data for the EPG schedule, and/or 
supplemental information relevant to the program listings, and/or advertising data, 
can be downloaded from various sources. In one embodiment, data is downloaded 
from the Internet. In other embodiments of the download data system, the viewer is 
asked to tune to a particular channel at a particular time if the viewer is interested in 
accessing and downloading particular types of information" (col 8, lines 19-34). 
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This passage describes that supplemental information relevant to program listings 
or advertising data can be downloaded to a memory. The viewer will ask the EPG to make 
certain types of information available. The EPG will automatically connect the appropriate 
data source. The supplemental information can be downloaded from various sources 
including the Internet, Applicants respectfully submit that nowhere in this passage, or 
anywhere else in Alexander (with Cuccia) is there any suggestion or disclosure of 
'^triggering said consistency check when the application detects that the service selected by 
a user in one of said stored customized lists is not available" as recited in claim 1 of the 
present arrangement. Merely providing supplemental information relevant to program 
listings is completely unrelated to the consistency check being triggered tc when the 
application detects that the service selected by a user in one of said stored customized lists 
is not available" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. Therefore, Applicants 
fail to see how this passage is relevant to the present claimed arrangement. 



The third cited passage of Alexander recites: 

"Using the basic viewer profile data and the simple statistics collected about a 
particular viewer, the Profile Program 'learns' to recognize a finer breakdown 
about the various types of data collected and then uses the learned information to 
describe a 'Viewer Preference.' For instance, if the Profile Program detects that the 
viewer watches sports programs, and that a number of sports programs are 
basketball games, the Profile Program analyzes the teams involved in the programs 
watched ... to determine whether the viewer is a fan of a particular team. If so, the 
Profile Program records the viewer's team affiliation as a Viewer Preference ... In 
this way, the Profile Program develops a multi-dimensional profile of the viewer. 
For example, once the Profile Program detects a Viewer Preference, the Profile 
Program compares, e.g., the number of times that the viewer interacts with the EPG 
or an external information source such as the Internet/World Wide Web, during a 
telecast of a program that relates to the Viewer Preference (e.g., a basketball game 
involving the viewer's favorite team) with, e.g., the number of times that the viewer 
interacts with the EPG or an external information source such as the Tnternet/World 
Wide Web, during a telecast of a program that does not relate to the Viewer 
Preference" (col. 29, line 56-col. 30, line 16). 

This passage of Alexander is concerned with a "learning" feature of the user Profile 
Program. Depending on what sports program and team a user watches, the programs aTe 
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analyzed lo determine whether the user is a fan of a particular team. The team affiliation is 
recorded as a "Viewer Preference" and the Profile Program compares the number of times 
that the viewer interacts with the EPQ or the Internet during the telecast of the favorite 
team's sports broadcast with the number of times the user interacts with the EPG or the 
Internet during the telecast of a program not related to the favorite team's sports broadcast. 
This cited passage is completely unrelated to and does not disclose or suggest '"triggering 
said consistency check when the application detects that the service selected by a user in 
one of said stored customized lists is not available" as recited in claim 1 of the present 
arrangement. The cited passage does not at all disclose or suggest "stored customized 
lists" that are "not available" as in claim 1 of the present arrangement. Therefore, 
Applicants respectfully submit that nowhere in the cited passages or elsewhere in 
Alexander (and Cuccia) is there suggestion or disclosure of "triggering said consistency 
check when the application detects that the service selected by a user in one of said stored 
customized lists is not available" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. 

Alexander describes the process of automatically updating an Automatic Record 
List when an updated list of services is received (see Alexander, col, 11, line 56-coL 12, 
line 9). The Automatic Record List and the Watch List, the only customized lists 
described or contemplated in Alexander, are both designed for specific purposes and, 
because oF their purpose, possess specific characteristics. Updating of those lists due to 
schedule changes in the scenario contemplated by Alexander must be accomplished 
immediately, regardless of the consumption of processor resources by the update process, 
to ensure that the programs on the list will be recorded correctly. Alexander is thus 
completely silent regarding one problem that the present arrangement addresses: thai of 
too many processor resources being consumed by the automatic, immediate updating of 
customized lists. Alexander neither discloses nor suggests "wherein said triggering step is 
chosen by an application in said receiver as not to disrupt receiver use by said check" as 
recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. Alexander discloses only the automatic 
update of the Automatic Record List immediately upon receipt of data from the broadcast 
network. Unlike the present claimed system, list updating in Alexander is not triggered by 
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a consistency check , Rather, list updating occurs merely as a result of the reception of an 
update from the service list provider. As soon as the new data is received from the 
broadcast network, the update of Automatic Record List data is carried out (see Alexander, 
col. 12, lines 2-9). 

In addition, Alexander neither discloses nor suggests the operation of "verifying the 
presence of a service contained in the stored customized list with the received updated list" 
as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. Nowhere in the cited passages or 
elsewhere in Alexander (and Cuccia) is there suggestion or disclosure of such a feature. 
Alexander merely recites that: 

44 the EPG will detect changes in the program schedule as compared to record 
instructions for particular program titles designated for recording . . . when the EPG 
detects program scheduling changes, the Record List is automatically updated with 
the schedule change information ... if a sports event runs longer than the originally 
scheduled time, a packet of scheduling update information can be transmitted over 
the VBI that updates the time of the programs scheduled to be telecast after the 
sports events. The EPG detects the VBI scheduling updates and updates the 
recording list to permit the recording of any programs following the sports program 
to be recorded as appropriate" (col. 1 1, line 64-coL 12, line 9). 

Merely detecting changes in the program scheduled as compared to record instructions, as 
in Alexander, is not equivalent to and does not disclose or suggest '"verifying the presence 
of a service contained in the stored customized list with the received updated list" as 
recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement 

The Office Action on page 6 correctly admits that "Alexander fails to explicitly 
teach performing the adjustment or modification of the listing, as not to disrupt the receiver 
use." However, even combining the system of Alexander with the system of Cuccia, as 
suggested by the Office Action, would not make the present claimed arrangement 
unpatentable. 
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Cuccia describes a TV set collecting particular information associated with TV or 
radio programs from several sources. The TV set stores the information and presents it 
when the user launches the Electronic Program Guide. In Cuccia, a microprocessor 
controls the tuner for selecting transport streams that provide information. For each 
transport stream, the microprocessor checks whether the System Information of the 
transport stream comprises EPG information and, if so, incorporates it into a compound 
EPG that is stored in the storage means (sue Cuccia, col- 4, lines 18-20). 

Cuccia notes that "[t]he scanning process can be initiated by the user or started 
automatically, e.g. when the EPG information should be updated'* (to\. 4, line 24-26). 
Concerning the automatic triggering of the scanning process, Cuccia states fit [t]he TV-set 
updates the EPG information once a day, during a period in which the TV-set is in stand- 
by mode. A convenient time for updating the EPG information is at night The timer 1 19 is 
adapted to measure the time interval since the last update" (col. 4. line 24-26). Therefore, 
Cuccia describes the processing of EPG information that can be periodically triggered, and 
exceptionally can be explicitly launched by the user. 

According to the teaching of Cuccia, generating a comprehensive list of services 
only periodically when the receiver is idle is expected to be sufficient for correct EPG data 
and good service to the user. Unlike the present claimed system, Cuccia does not 
contemplate updating a stored customized list based on ''receiving an update of a list of at 
least one service available to said receiver" as claim 1 recites. Cuccia describes only 
creating a list of services available from a plurality of different sources (see Cuccia, col. I, 
line 66-col. 2, line 4). Unlike the present claimed system, Cuccia (with Alexander) does 
not contemplate receiving an update reflecting that a previously available service was 
stopped or moved, requiring "verifying the presence of a service contained in the stored 
customized list with the received updated list" as recited in claim 1 of the present 
arrangement. In fact, Cuccia does not contemplate managing of an existing stored list of 
EPG data at all. Instead, Cuccia describes only the process of building a composite list of 
EPG data synthesized from a number of transport streams. Because the process described 
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is one of synthesis, no coherency or consistency check is contemplated or described. Thus, 
Cuccia (with Alexander) neither discloses nor suggests <; the consistency check is triggered 
when the application detects that the service selected by a user in one of said stored 
customized lists is not available" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. 

Additionally, Cuccia with Alexander neither discloses or suggests "triggering a 
consistency check between said at least one customized list of services and the update of 
the list ... available to the receiver" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement The 
only customized lists Alexander contemplates are the Automatic Record List and the 
Watch List, neither of which approaches in size or complexity a customized Program 
Guide that is supported by the present claimed system, and neither of which suggests a 
need for triggering a consistency check to determine whether to perform updates. The only 
update operation contemplated in Alexander is the scenario in which a program such as a 
sports event runs past its scheduled time and subsequent programming is delayed. 
Alexander describes that update of the customized Record List occurs automatically when 
the new data is made "available to the receiver" (see Alexander, col. 12, lines 2-9) rather 
than being triggered by a consistency check, as in the present claimed arrangement. 
Cuccia only describes the creation of a comprehensive list generated by synthesizing data 
from multiple sources and does not contemplate managing of any list by a "consistency 
check" as recited in the present claimed arrangement. Panicularly, Cuccia (with 
Alexander) fails to disclose or suggest 'triggering a consistency check between said at 
least one customized list of services and the update of a list of said at least one service 
available to the receiver" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. Thus, neither 
Alexander nor Cuccia discloses or suggests "triggering a consistency check" that 
comprises "verifying the presence of a service contained in the stored customized list with 
the received updated list" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. 

In the "Response 10 Arguments" section on page 3 of the Office Action, it is argued 
that Cuccia discloses an apparatus for receiving signals (EPG, etc.) during power-ofF 
(stand-by) mode, stores the signals and automatically updates the EPG during any of these 
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modes: stand-by mode, when the remote control signals are not being received Just after or 
before power-on/stand/by, nightly, etc. 31 Applicants respectfully submit that Cuccia may 
receive signals during various modes, however, Cuccia (with Alexander) does not disclose 
or suggest triggering said consistency check when the application detects that the service 
selected by a user in one of said stored customized lists is not available 1 ' as recited in claim 
1 of the present arrangement- 
Applicants respectfully submit that there is no reason or motivation to combine the 
systems of Alexander and Cuccia. Alexander describes a system that receives a Master 
Program Guide from a provider and performs a number of operations using that data, 
including the creation and updating of an Automatic Record List. Cuccia describes a 
system that synthesizes a comprehensive guide when the receiver is idle or turned off, in a 
scenario in which no provider supplies a comprehensive guide to the user. Applying the 
teaching of Cuccia to Alexander, delaying an update and triggering it only during idle 
time, defeats the purpose of the update and renders it useless. 

Cuccia creates a comprehensive list by aggregating information from multiple 
service providers, a time-consuming task, which must be performed when the system is not 
occupied with other tasks so as not to disrupt their operation. Cuccia does no list updating; 
it is designed to generate its list when the TV is not in use, or is completely turned off, or 
when the user explicitly requests generating a new list. Alexander, in contrast, must 
perform a timely update of the Automatic Record List when a program runs longer than 
scheduled and subsequent scheduled programs are delayed. The only customized list 
managing addressed in Alexander is updating that must be done immediately; otherwise an 
entry in the Automatic Record List may not be properly recorded. Alexander is thus 
concerned with timeliness of response to changes in the schedule, while Cuccia is 
concerned with operating during idle periods. 

The objectives of the two systems are diametrically opposed. Unlike the present 
claimed system, neither Alexander nor Cuccia contemplates a system that enables users to 
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manage broadcast sen/ice lists in a television receiver by "triggering a consistency check 
between said at least one customized list of services and the update of the list" in which 
"said triggering step" is chosen by an application "when the application detects that the 
service selected by a user in one of said stored customized lists is not available" as recited 
in claim 1. The opposing objectives of Alexander and Cuccia make them incompatible, 
and thus, there would be no reason or motivation to combine Alexander and Cuccia. 

Applicants further submit that even if the systems of Alexander and Cuccia were 
combined as suggested by the Office Action, the combination would not make the present 
claimed arrangement unpatentable. Specifically, the combination, like the individual 
systems, fails to disclose or suggest a method which includes "triggering a consistency 
check" that comprises "verifying the presence of a service contained in the stored 
customized list with the received updated list" as recited in claim 1 of the present 
arrangement. The combination of Alexander and Cuccia also neither discloses nor 
suggests a method in which a consistency check is triggered "when the application detects 
that the service selected by a user in one of said stored customized lists is not available" as 
recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. The combination provides a system in which 
information from a plurality of sources is combined to synthesize a list of available 
services, such list being generated when the television receiver is in an idle or power off 
state. The combination further provides the creation of an Automatic Record List and a 
Watch List. The Automatic Record List and Watch List are updated automatically every 
time that update information is received from one of the plurality of sources of available 
services, since timely update is required for correct operation of the lists. However, the 
timely update is precluded by Cuccia declining to update the comprehensive master list 
until the system is in idle mode. 

Moreover, the combination of Alexander and Cuccia, similar to the individual 
systems, completely fails to disclose or suggest the step of "triggering a consistency check 
between said at least one customized list of services and the update of the list of said at 
least one service available to the receiver" where the consistency check comprises 
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'"verifying the presence of a service contained in the stored customized list with the 
received updated list" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. Cuccia triggers 
only the generation of a new list, not any consistency check, and Alexander provides no 
triggering at all, but only systematic, automatic updating of its stored special-purpose 
customized lists. The Office Action asserts that the combined teachings of the references 
would have suggested to those of ordinary skill in the art each of the features of claim 1. 
Applicants respectfully submit that nowhere in the combination of Alexander and Cuccia 
is there disclosure or suggestion of any management of lists by "triggering a consistency 
check" as recited in claim 1. Since neither Alexander nor Cuccia individually discloses or 
suggests either "triggering a consistency check between said at least one customized list of 
services and the update of the list of said at least one service available to the receiver" or 
''triggering said consistency check when the application detects that the service selected by 
a user in at least one of the stored customized lists is not available'' as recited in claim 1 of 
the present arrangement, their combination cannot suggest the step of "triggering a 
consistency check." Thus, combining Alexander and Cuccia is not obvious, and, even if 
such a combination is made, the combination does not disclose or suggest the features of 
claim 1 , Consequently, withdrawal of the rejection of claim 1 is respectfully requested. 

Claims 4 and 5 

Claims 4 and 5 are dependent on claim 1, and are considered patentable for the 
reasons presented above with regard to claim 1 . Consequently, withdrawal of the rejection 
of claims 4 and 5 is respectfully requested. 



Independent claim 6 provides a receiver for a digital television system that includes 
a central unit and a reception unit for receiving and storing broadcast services and at least 
one services list of at least one service available to the user. A memory that contains a 
program and a memory for storing at least one customized list of services are provided. 
The device checks the consistency between the customized list of services and the list of 
available services, wherein the consistency check verifies that the service in the stored 



Claim 6 
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customized list appears in the list of available services. A memory stores an application 
adapted to trigger the consistency check at a time chosen so as not to disrupt receiver use 
and also to trigger the consistency check when the service selected by a user in a 
customized list is not available. 

Claim 6 is an independent claim directed to an apparatus, having features similar to 
those of claim 1. Claim 6 is considered patentable for the same reasons as claim 1 
discussed above. Claim 6 is further considered patentable for the reasons presented below. 

Claim 6 provides a receiver for a digital television system that includes "a memory 
storing an application adapted to trigger the consistency check by said checking means, 
wherein the checking of the consistency is triggered by said application at a time chosen so 
as not to disrupt receiver use by said checking, said consistency check being triggered 
when the application detects that the service selected by a user in a customized list is not 
available." Neither Alexander nor Cuccia, separately or in combination, discloses or 
suggests a consistency check being triggered "when the application detects that the service 
selected by a user in one of said stored customized lists is not available" as recited in claim 
6 of the present arrangement. 

Alexander describes a comprehensive EPG displayed to a user. The only 
customized lists in Alexander are the Automatic Record List and the Watch List, neither of 
which enables selection of a service "by a user in one of said stored customized lists" as 
disclosed in the present claimed system. The Office Action on page 6 concedes that 
Alexander neither discloses nor suggests triggering a consistency check "so as not to 
disrupt the receiver use" as recited in claim 6. Similarly, Alexander fails to disclose or 
suggest an application triggering a consistency check "when the application detects that the 
service selected by a user in one of said stored customized lists is not available" as further 
recited in claim 6 of the present arrangement. 
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Cuccia describes only generating a comprehensive list of services available to the 
user. Cuccia nowhere discloses or suggests maintaining or updating a customized list for 
any purpose and nowhere contemplates an application triggering a consistency check 
'Svhen the application detects that the service selected by a user in one of said stored 
customized lists is not available" as recited in claim 6 of the present arrangement Thus, 
neither Cuccia nor Alexander, separately or in combination, disclose or suggest triggering 
a consistency check "when the application detects that the service selected by a user in one 
of said stored customized lists is not available" as recited in claim 6 of the present 
arrangement. 

Also, as presented above with regard to claim 1 , there is no reason or motivation to 
combine Cuccia with Alexander. The two systems have opposite and antithetical 
objectives. Importing the teachings of Cuccia into Alexander defeats the purpose of 
Alexander. Thus, it would not be obvious to combine these references. Alexander 
describes automatic updating of the Automatic Record List immediately upon reception of 
new data, for the purpose of ensuring that scheduled recording is accurately performed 
after last-minute schedule changes. Cuccia describes deliberately delaying generation of a 
comprehensive program guide until the system is idle or turned off. Combining Alexander 
with Cuccia provides a system that generates a comprehensive list only when the system 
was idle, but automatically updates an Automatic Record List without having generated the 
program list. Such a system does not advantageously enable management of "broadcast 
service lists in a television receiver," and it fails to disclose or suggest "triggering a 
consistency check between said at lea$t one customized list of services and the update of 
the list ... wherein said triggering step is chosen by an application" and "triggering said 
consistency check when the application detects that the service selected by a user in one of 
said stored customized lists is not available" as recited in claim 6 of the present 
arrangement. Consequently, Alexander and Cuccia, when taken individually or in 
combination, do not make the claimed arrangement unpatentable. Consequently, 
withdrawal of the rejection of claim 6 is respectfully requested. 
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Claim 7 

Claim 7 is dependent on claim 6, and is considered allowable at least for the 
reasons presented above with regard to claim 6. Claim 7 is further considered patentable 
because it provides that the receiver further comprises means to allow the user to select a 
service of the customized list and means for updating the customized list. The updating of 
the customized list is triggered if the selected service is not in the updated list. Neither 
Alexander nor Cuccia, separately or in combination, disclose or suggest "means for 
updating the customized list which is triggered if the selected service is not in the updated 
list" as recited in claim 7. Cuccia describes creating a list at the television receiver, but 
only when the television is turned off. The only management of a list contemplated by 
Cuccia is the regeneration of the list at least once a day {see Cuccia, col. 4, lines 36-37). 
Alexander only describes managing of an Automatic Record List, and the list is only 
managed automatically on receipt of an update, without any triggering control by an 
application over the update process. Nowhere in Alexander or Cuccia, alone or in 
combination, is there disclosure or suggestion of "means for updating the customized list 
which is triggered if the selected service is not in the updated list" as recited in claim 7 of 
the present arrangement. Consequently, withdrawal of the rejection of claim 7 is 
respectfully requested. 

In view of the above remarks, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection of 
claims 1 and 4-7 over Alexander in view of Cuccia has been satisfied and should be 
withdrawn. 



B. REJECTION OF CLAIMS 2-3 and 8-10 UNDER 35 ILS.C § 103(a) 

The Final Office Action rejected claims 2-3 and 8-10 under U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being obvious over Blackketter in view of Cuccia and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 
5,758,257 to Hertz et at ("Hertz"). However, as will be discussed, none of Alexander, 
Cuccia, or Hertz, alone or in combination, provide a teaching for these claims. 
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Claim 2 



Dependent claim 2 provides a method according to claim 1 wherein, when a service 
contained in the stored customized list is not in the updated list, the method includes 
deleting the service from the stored customized list. Alexander, Cuccia and Herz, when 
taken individually or in any combination, do not disclose or suggest the features of the 
present churned arrangement. 

Herz describes a system for scheduling the receipt of desired movies and other data 
from a network which simultaneously distributes many sources of such data to many 
customers (see Abstract). The system and method described by Herz is essentially for the 
provision of aggregated 'Video on demand," and most of the processing in Herz does not 
occur at the television receiver. User preference profiles are developed in each receiver 
that subscribes to the service for characterizing the preferences of that user. The profiles 
are then sent back to a central processor at the "head end," From these profiles, an 
"agreement matrix" is automatically calculated by comparing the profiles to profiles of the 
available video programs, movies, or other data. The agreement matrix allows the 
selection and scheduling of broadcast programs from available services according to the 
preferences of groups of users, producing a 'Virtual channel" which will provide the 
greatest satisfaction to each customer. As part of the process of generating a schedule, 
Herz describes removing presumably satisfied users or already scheduled programs from 
the in-progre$$ computation of an optimum program schedule. Feedback paths allow 
informing the program senders of users' pref erences, and in response the program senders 
broadcast programs in accordance with the customer's objective profiles. Although these 
'Virtual channels" might arguably be considered customized lists, they are not managed on 
"a television receiver" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. They may even be 
created on a centralized computer at the head end that manages the creation and provision 
of virtual channels for a number of subscribers, or they may be created for a single set of 
users on the television receiver for that set of users. 
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Unlike the present claimed system, Herz nowhere addresses the task of managing 
the lists it creates. Similar to Cuccia, Herz only contemplates the generation of lists from 
the available services and the user preference profiles, Herz describes managing user 
profile information, but those profiles are not presented or stored as customized lists of 
services. 

Claim 2 is dependent on claim 1 and the arguments presented above with regard to 
claim 1 concerning Alexander and Cuccia also apply to claim 2. As described above with 
respect to claim 1 5 Alexander describes only a method of automatically updating the 
Automatic Record List when a scheduled program runs over its time, as soon as update 
information is received. Cuccia describes a method of generating a comprehensive 
program guide from multiple sources of information during system idle time. Neither 
Cuccia nor Alexander, separately or in combination, disclose or suggest a method that 
includes ''triggering said consistency check when the application detects that the service 
selected by a user in one of said stored customized lists is not available" as recited in claim 
1 of the present arrangement. 

Similarly, Herz fails to disclose or suggest a method that includes ''triggering said 
consistency check when the application [in said receiver] detects that the service selected 
by a user in a customized list is not available" as recited in claim 1 of the present 
arrangement. As presented above, the features of Herz cannot be equated to the features 
claimed in the present system. Herz is completely silent about "triggering a consistency 
check between said at least one customized list of services and the update of the list of said 
at least one service available to the receiver" as recited in claim 1 of the present 
arrangement. Herz describes updating only of user profiles based on actual viewing habits, 
and those profiles are not lists of services. They are instead lists of weights or preferences 
of various characteristics of programs. Herz also includes a section labeled "Scheduling 
Variations," but that section merely describes accommodating scheduled programs from a 
broadcaster into the generation of a virtual channel, not the update or modification of a 
customized list to accommodate deletions or changes in the available services, 
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The claimed system, in contrast, provides for management of lists "in a television 
receiver," by "triggering a consistency check between said . . . customized list of services 
and the update of the list of . . . service available to the receiver" where "said triggering step 
is chosen by an application in said receiver" as recited in claim 1 of the present 
arrangement. The consistency check comprises verifying that the customized list is 
consistent with the updated broadcast list, i.e. that the listed services are available, with 
regard to the received updated list of services. 

In Herz, the problem of updating the availability of a service does not arise, 
because the filtering of the preferred list to create the virtual channel is carried out from the 
received broadcast list of available services before the list is made available to users. 
Unlike the present claimed arrangement, Herz does not address managing an existing 
customized list, but, like Cuccia, describes only the generation of a list by applying the 
agreement matrix as a filter to produce the greatest customer satisfaction for an aggregate 
set of customers. Herz (with Alexander and Cuccia) does not disclose or suggest managing 
such a list by triggering a consistency check "verifying the presence of a service contained 
in the stored customized list with the received updated list" as recited in claim 1 of the 
present arrangement. No coherency check is disclosed or suggested by Herz, nor is there 
any manner contemplated for triggering such a coherency check. 

The Office Action on page 3 in the "Response to Arguments section" argues that 
Herz discloses "verifying the presence of a service in the at least one stored list which is 
not in the updated list." Applicants respectfully disagree. Herx describes a scheduling 
algorithm performed to determine programming based on user preferences. The passages 
cited by tine Office Action of Herz describe generating an agreement matrix to determine 
the most popular programs for a customer and then, as those programs are added to the 
schedule list, removing them from the original list of available programs so that they will 
not be repeatedly selected. The process described in Herz is in no way equivalent to a 
"consistency check comprising verifying the presence of a service contained in the stored 
customized list with the received updated list" as recited in claim 1 of the present 
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arrangement. Those passages, and the remainder of Herz, like Alexander and Cuccia, 
neither disclose nor suggest triggering or performing a consistency check as claim 1 
provides. Herz (with Alexander and Cuccia) nowhere discloses responding to updates of 
the list of available services by '"triggering a consistency check between said ... 
customized list of services and the update" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement, 

In view of the remarks presented above, it is respectfully submitted that claim 2 is 
patentable over Alexander, Cuccia and Herz, when taken alone or in any combination. 
Alexander, Cuccia, and Herz do not contemplate the stopping or moving of a service that 
would result in the service disappearing from the updated list made available to the 
receiver, or the concomitant requirement of updating a customized list stored on the 
receiver. Alexander, Cuccia, and Herz, separately or in any combination, do not disclose 
or suggest "deleting said service from the stored customized list" as recited in claim 2 of 
the present arrangement. Moreover, unlike the present claimed arrangement, Herz, like 
Cuccia, describes only the process of generating a list, not the process of updating or 
maintaining a stored customized list. Thus, Herz (with Alexander and Cuccia) fails to 
disclose or suggest performing any action or function "when the service contained within 
the stored customized list is not in the updated list" as recited in claim 2 of the present 
arrangement, because Herz is not making a check between an updated list and a stored 
customized list. 

Further, there is no reason or motivation for a person skilled in the art to combine 
the teachings of Alexander, Cuccia, and Herz. As presented above with regard to claim 1, 
the combination of Alexander with Cuccia produces an inoperable system. The addition of 
Herz to the combination does nothing to mitigate that inoperability, because Herz nowhere 
contemplates updating of its iists of services. Alexander describes updating an Automatic 
Record List to enable timely recording of user-selected programs. Rapid responsiveness to 
a change in program scheduling is key to the list management described in Alexander. 
Alexander is not concerned with providing the user a subset of available programs from 
which to make selections. Cuccia makes a comprehensive set of programs available for 
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user selection by synthesizing a Program Guide from a plurality of sources, but does no 
updating of any list, periodically generating its list anew from the plurality of sources 
supplying broadcast information when the system is idle. Avoiding activity when the 
receiver is in use is a paramount concern. Herz attempts to anticipate user preferences by 
mining previously observed viewing preferences, and generates program schedules or 
'Virtual channels" for a user or set of users. Herz nowhere addresses or considers either 
the issue of consumption of processor resources at the television receiver, or the issue of 
responding to scheduling changes from the service providers. The objective of Herz is to 
make selections for users, not to enable users to make selections as Cuccia describes or to 
satisfy users' selections in the face of schedule changes as Alexander describes. None of 
the teachings of Herz apply to the necessity for or frequency of updating a customized list. 

However, even if the systems of Herz, Alexander and Cuccia were combined as 
suggested by the Office Action, the combination, similar to the individual systems, neither 
discloses nor suggests a system which detects "when the service contained within the 
stored customized list is not in the updated list" as recited in claim 2 of the present 
arrangement. Combining the three systems produces a system in which entries on the 
Automatic Record List are not updated until the system is idle and are updated by 
removing the entry once the recording has been accomplished a counted number of times. 
None of the described systems includes checking whether "the service contained within the 
stored customized list is not in the updated list" of available services provided to the 
receiver, as recited in claim 2 of the present arrangement and the combination thus cannot 
include that feature. None of these systems addresses or considers a user with a 
customized list of programs "when the application detects that the service selected by the 
user in a customized list is not available" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement 
Consequently, withdrawal of the rejection of claim 2 is respectfully requested. 



Claim 3 is dependent on claim 2 and is considered patentable for the reasons 
presented above with regard to claim 2. Claim 3 also provides that the deletion of a service 



Claim 3 
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from the stored customized list is carried out after a predetermined number of checks 
reveal the absence of the service in the update list The Office Action on page 8 states that 
Herz "discloses verifying the presence of a service in the at least one stored list which is 
not in ihe updated list using a counter to count the number of times when a service in the 
customized list is not in the update list." Applicants respectfully disagree. The counters 
described in Herz are used to generate a program schedule that will accommodate repeat 
programs, so that a given program is not deleted from the list of available programs from 
which selections are made to add to the program schedule until that program has been 
scheduled tor a number of times greater than one. The counters in Herz count the number 
of times a program is used by the scheduling algorithm, not the number of times it is 
absent from the updated list. The process described in Herz is in no way equivalent to "the 
deletion of a service from the stored customized list after a predetermined number of 
checks reveal the absence of the service in the update list" as recited in claim 3 of the 
present arrangement. Thus neither Herz, nor Alexander, nor Cuccia, separately or in any 
combination, disclose or suggest "wherein the deletion of a service from the stored 
customized list is carried out after a predetermined number of checks reveal the absence of 
the service in the update list" as recited in claim 3 of the present arrangement. 
Consequently, withdrawal of the rejection of claim 3 is respectfully requested. 



Claim 8 provides a receiver further including a counter which counts the number of 
times that a service in the customized list is not in the update list and an erasing means that 
deletes the service from the customized list, activated when the counter reaches a 
predetermined value. 

Claim 8 is dependent on claim 7, and the reasons presented earlier with regard to 
claim 7 concerning Alexander and Cuccia are also applicable to claim 8. Neither 
Alexander, nor Cuccia, nor Herz, separately or in any combination, describes or suggests 
using a counter that counts the number of times a service is not in the update list. The 
Office Action in the "Response to Arguments" section cites Herz as disclosing such a 



Claim 8 
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counter, but Applicants respectfully disagree. As presented above with regard to claim 3, 
Herz in the cited passage and elsewhere describes the use of counters only for determining 
the preferences of user subscribers, not for determining whether a formerly available 
service is persistently currently unavailable. The counters in Herz determine when a 
customer's preferences are sufficiently satisfied by an appropriate number of offerings of 
interest to that customer. Nowhere in the cited lines or elsewhere does Herz describe the 
use of counters to determine that a given service is repeatedly unavailable in the updated 
list received from a provider. Cuccia and Alexander are similarly completely silent on the 
use of "a counter which counts the number of times when a service in the customized list is 
not in the update list" as recited in claim 8 of the present arrangement, to determine that a 
service is persistently unavailable from the provider. Therefore, Alexander, Cuccia and 
Herz, when taken in any combination, do not make the present claimed arrangement 
unpatentable. Consequently, withdrawal of the rejection of claim 8 is respectfully 
requested. 



Claim 9 is dependent on claim 3 and is considered patentable for the reasons 
presented above with regard to claims 1 and 3. Consequently, withdrawal of the rejection 
of claim 9 is respectfully requested. 



Claim 1 0 is dependent on claim 8 and further provides that the counter counts at 
least two times before deleting the missing service from the customized list. Requiring 
repetition of the absence of a service from the update list minimizes the effect of transient 
errors in the broadcast service list received. Claim 10 is considered patentable for the 
reasons presented above with regard to claims 7 and 8. Consequently, withdrawal of the 
rejection of claim 1 0 is respectfully requested. 



Claim 9 



Claim 10 
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In view of the above remarks, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection of 
claims 2, 3 and 8-10 over Alexander in view of Cuccia in further view of Herz has been 
satisfied a ad should be withdrawn. 

Vin. CLAIMS APPENDIX 

A complete listing of the claims involved in this appeal is attached hereto as 
Appendix A, 

IX. EVIDENCE APPENDIX 

Appellant does not submit any additional evidence and, therefore, an Appendix B is 
hereby attached indicating "none." 

X. RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 

Appellant states that there are no relevant related proceedings and, an Appendix C 
is hereby attached indicating "none." 
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XI. CONCLUSION 

The Examiner has not shown in the cited prior art where one may find support for 
rejections of the pending claims on Appeal. There is simply no disclosure/support pointed 
out by the ExamineT that recites the features in claims 1-10. Appellants contend that the 
rejections are traversed and overcome, in light of the arguments presented above. 

The allowance of all claims on Appeal is therefore respectfully requested. 
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APPENDIX A 

CLAIMS ON APPEAL 

The following is a listing of all claims, pending or canceled, incorporating all 
elements and revisions to date. All non-canceled claims are on appeal, canceled claims 
being canceled without prejudice or disclaimer. 

1 . (Previously Presented) Method for managing broadcast service lists in a 
television receiver, the method comprising the steps of: 

receiving an update of a list of at least one service available to said receiver; 
storing at least one customized list of services; 

triggering a consistency check between said at least one customized list of services 
and the update of the list of said at least one service available to the receiver, wherein said 
triggering step is chosen by an application in said receiver as not to disrupt receiver use by 
said check, said consistency check comprising: 

verifying the presence of a service contained in the stored customed list 
with the received updated list; and 

triggering said consistency check when the application detects that the service 
selected by a user in one of said stored customized lists is not available. 

2. (Previously Presented) Method according to claim 1 wherein when the service 
contained within the stored customized lists is not in the updated list, deleting said service 
from the stored customized list. 



3. (Previously Presented) Method according to claim 2, wherein the deletion of a 
service from the stored customized list is carried out after a predetermined number of 
checks reveal the absence of the service in the update list. 

4. (Previously Presented) Method according to claim 1, wherein when it is verified 
that the service contained in the stored customized lists is in the received updated list, 
comparing whether parameters relative to said present service and parameters stored in 
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said stored customized list corresponding to said present service are similar to parameters 
relative to said present sendee in the updated list, and in case of a difference between the 
parameters, updating the parameters of the present service in the stored customized list. 

5. (Previously Presented) Method according to claim 1, wherein a consistency 
check of a stored list is triggered: 

(a) when an application for editing the at least one stored list is launched and/or 

(b) at a predetermined time of the day. 

6. (Previously Presented) A Receiver for a digital television system, the receiver 
comprising: 

a central unit, 

reception means for receiving and storing broadcast services and at least one 
services list of at least one service available to said receiver, 
a memory containing a program, 

a memory for storing at least one customized list of at least one service, 
means for checking the consistency between said at least one customized list of 
services and said list of at least one available service, said consistency check verifying the 
presence of said at least one service contained in the stored customized list with the at least 
one services list; 

a memory storing an application adapted to trigger the consistency check by said 
checking means, wherein the checking of the consistency is triggered by said application at 
a time chosen so as not to disrupt receiver use by said checking, said consistency check 
also being triggered when the application detects that the service selected by a user in one 
of said stored customized lists is not available. 

7. (Previously Presented) Receiver in a digital television system according to claim 
6, further comprising: 

means to allow the user to select a service of the customized list and means for 
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updating the customized list which is triggered if the selected service is not in the updated 
list 



7, further comprising: 

a counter which counts the number of times when a service in the customized list is 
not in the update list, and 

an erasing means which deletes said service from said customized list which is 
activated when the counter reaches a predetermined value. 

9. (Previously Presented) The method according to claim 3, wherein said 
predetermined number is more than one. 

10. (Previously Presented) The receiver of claim 8, wherein said counter counts at 
least two times before said erasing means deletes the service from the customized list. 



8. (Previously Presented) Receiver in a digital television system accordingto claim 
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APPENDIX B 



EVIDENCE 



None. 
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APPENDIX C 



RELATED PROCEEDINGS 



None. 
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